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MRS KAREN VANORE
137 CARRIAGE WAY
BURR RIDGE IL 60521
March 1997 QQ\@\\«
Q |
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners N REC
c/o Federal Communications Commission .\Q\\%’ < EJVE’D
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554 APR 3 1997

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: Federa) Communicatigns Commission
Office of Secrm-y

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and lllinois District 28, Local unit Pleasantdale PTA
to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV
Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does
not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and Worid
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what
is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV Scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so
and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

+ That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further,
the FCC shouid accept no rating system that does not inciude content information about
programs such a V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for fanguage);

e That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
that one rating system;

+ That the rating the icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

« That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and

« That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Koo B o
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To:  Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissicners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

RIGINAL
rom: Farmington Elemen KU HLE DOP\{ X
o W 30 g oA w | REGE’VED

Farmington, UT 84025 APR 3 1997

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: Federaf Communications (:gpm mice:
ice ofSecratarymmm'o"
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We, the Farmington Elementary PTA, oppose Industry Praposed #ge-Based Rating Systems
specifically the System presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17, 1997. This system:

> Does not provide parents with enough information about th«: content of individual prograrms.
> It allows the TV industry (Not the Parents) to judge what material is acceptable for all children
of a particular age rangeX{Some programs are inapproprizaie for any age we need more

information to make-a-clear judgement for our selves).

> Intermingles violence, sex and nudity, and language issues in a single judgement and does not
indicate why a show was rated a particular way.

> With holds information that is needed to make a true judgernent on, ‘appropriate for me’,
viewing.

We would suggest and support A Descriptive Content-Based Ratirig System. One that:

> Would include symbols about the content of individual proagrams (V- violence, S-sex,
N-nudity, and L-language). “Parents have had enough rude surprises at the multiplex to  know
generalized ratings are no solution to what’s coming into the family room. They want to know
the nature of the offending matenals: Nudity? Sex? Language? Violence? How much? How

Graphic?”

> Allows parents, rather than the TV indusiry, to judge what rrogram content is acceptable for
their own children.

> Clearly separates ratings for each area allowing parents to make choices based on specific
content information.

4 Gives enough information to individuals that they can makz a more confident decision on what

they really want to see and hear.

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on this issue. It is a very important issue to the families and
children of our Nation.

Thank you, 4 ‘ No. of Copiss rec'd
JKOLW y B W]%:;u List ABCDF
Member of The Farmington Elementary PTA
Farmington, UT 84025 o e o Cate
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__March 21,1997 RECEIVED

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC CommissionmCKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL APR 3 ]997
c/o Federal Communications Commission Fedora Gompy. .
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 Offis ications Commisgign

. fee OfSecrm;y
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Coles Elementary School PTA of Manassas, Vir-
ginia, Unit #029653, to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti,
Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what
is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of
programs were conducted by the National PTA. U.S. New and World Report, and Media Studies Cen-
ter/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating

system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV schedul-
ing is useless.

The FCC, by law, 1s required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory re-
quirement of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 1 do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

® That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content infor-

mation about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity)
and L (for language);

® That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more that one rating system;

® That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

® That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that is include
parents; and

® That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue to important to children and families.

Sincerely,

No. of Copizs rac'd (




March 24, 1997

RECE
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners El VE D
c/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 DOCKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL - APR 3 1997,

Washington, DC 205554 Federal Communications Commission

Office of Secretary
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Madrona PTA to voice my opposition
to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does
not provide sufficient content information. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves
based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in TV scheduling periodicals is ineffective.

The FCC, by law, 1s required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 1 don’t believe this

system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I
request the following:

e That the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

e That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

¢ That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on
the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program,;

o That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

¢ That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

Sincerely,

| %ﬂuw'«‘v\ | W/éow%

Danette Kwiatkowski, Madrona PTA President No. of Cepies rec'd l
Thousand Oaks, California List ABCDE




Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners REC FIVED
c¢/o Federal Communications Commision -
1919 M. Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, D.C. 20554 DOCKET F“.E COPY OR\G‘NM— APR 3 '997

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: Federai Communications Gommission
Office of Secretary
RE: CS Docket N0.97-55,FCC 97-34

{ am / We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Jarman Elementary School PTA of Tulsa,
Oklahoma to voice my / our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, On January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen
does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwheiming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content
of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based ori content information about the program. Any rating

system without content description on the scrmen and publicized in periodicals that camy TV
.scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by 'aw, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating studies has met statutory
requirements cf the Telecommunications Act of 1996. | (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FC.C not approve the industry rating system. instead, we request the following:

¢« That under no circumstance should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V(for violence), S(for sexual depiction-and nudity),
and L. (for language); .

e That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system; .

e That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program,;

e That the rating board be independent ¢f the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and '

+ That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and famiilies.

Sincerely,
Tulsa, Oklahoma )

MNo. of C(’ﬁfﬁg rm.n’dQL
Listeprcpe
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ADRIAN PTA South Eﬁclid—Lyndhurs’t City Schools

1071 Homstead Road
South Euclid, Ohio 44121

(216) 691-2170 “Celebrating Generations of Excellence and Commitment to the Future”

March 20, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners

c/o Federal Communications Commission APR 3 ,997
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 :
Washington, DC 20554

OGKET FLECOPYORGNAL ™™ st i

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Adrian Elementary PTA to ask you to seriously consider rejecting the v-chip
rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group. The rating symbol on the TV screen does
not provide sufficient content information to parents, so that THEY can make decisions about what TV programming is appropriate
for THEIR CHILDREN. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system
that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and
Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents have fought
long and hard to be given the responsibility to take action for their own children in the areas of education, safety and welfare; we DO
NOT want the TV industry telling us what is or is not appropriate for our children. Instead, give us the content information of the
program and let us DECIDE which programs are or are not appropriate for our children. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in TV listing guides is useless and violates the rights that parents have to make informed
decisions regarding their own children.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory requirements of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. We definitely do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry
rating system. Instead, we request the following:

e That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating

system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and
L (for language);

e  That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during
the course of a program;

e  That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;

e That the rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the needs of parents;
and; MAYBE MOST IMPORTANTLY

¢  That an evaluation process be set up to assure that, under no circumstances, does the adoption of ANY rating system give
the TV industry the right or power to add even more violence, nudity and inappropriate actions into programming,
because they feel they have informed their public of this information through the rating system.

We thank you for this opportunity, to join with parents and families across this nation, to voice our concern on an issue that is very
important to the well being of ALL CHILDREN!

Sincerely,

i g
/ a4 (/&/w ¢ //.1,\1;, ot enr /
Mary Ahce Casalina ﬁ(s’t ng?‘CE?:"es rac'd
Adrnian PTA President 2L
South Euchid - Chio




March 15, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners R '
c/o Federal Communications Commission E

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 CE!VED
Washington, DC 20554

DOCKET FILE COPY Maiczi - APR ¥ 1997,

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: Fodery;

Communicating c
. nE Commission
RE: CS.Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 Ofce of Sacretary

| am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Snowden PTA in Memphis Tennessee to voice
ition he v-chip ratin m resen Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decision about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and
World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themseives based
on content information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on
the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, bylaw, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. | do not believe this system

does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, | request the
following:

eThat under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

eThat the FCC require a V-Ehip band broad'enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

eThat the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

. #That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and :

+That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine
if it meets the needs of parents

w

Thank you for this opportumty to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

EM/ /-;; 4/2 A/ZMAWU AQ Egt,?x,fg%o ies roc’d /

1743 5/)(1/)1 Cvtord
Morugtes, 7TV 38112

Sincerely,




‘rzzdreve s

¢/o Federal Communications Commision
1919 M. Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, D.C. 20554 APR 3 1997
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: DOCKET F”.E COPY ORIGlN AL era Comm Unicay

"S C(')m
Officg of Mission
RE: CS Docket No.97-55,FCC 97-34 Secratary

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners } R E [ E gv F!}

I am / We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Jarman Elementary School PTA of Tulsa,
Oklahoma to voice my / our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, On January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen
does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content
of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without content description on the screen and publicized in periodicals that camy TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating studies has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. | (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. instead, we request the following:

« That under no circumstance should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V(for violence), S(for sexuai depiction and nudity),
and L (for language);

e That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would aliow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

e That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

e That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

o That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by mdependent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

23 %Vh 9@*%4\ Elovn. Pra Preacrtins

Tulsa, Oklahoma

No. of Comes rec /
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundr and FCC CommissioneRrs

c/o Federal Communicarions Commission R ECE ’VE D

1919 M Streer N.W., Room 222 ,
Washington, DC  205%4 'APR - -3 1997,

Dear CHairman Hundt and CommisSIONERS: DOCKET F“.E COPY OR\GMCmmunimnscommmm

Offica of Secratary
RE: CS Docker No. 97-%%, FCC 97-34

I am writing ON bEeHalf of thHe National PTA and THE Bert Lynn PTA UNiT IN TORRANCE,
CA 10 Vvoice My opposition 1o THE v-cHip raTinGg sysTem As pReSented by Jack Valenni,
CHair of THE TV Rating IMplementation Group, ON January 17, 1997. THe rating symbol
ON THE TV screen does NoT provide sulficient CONTENT INfORMATION SO THAT PARENTS CAN
mMake decisions About WHAT Is AppROPRIATE TV prOGRAMMING fOR THEIR cHILAREN. Major
surveys Released This fall which demonsTratE OveRWHEIMING PARENT pREference for A
RATING SYSTEM THAT Gives PARENTS INfORMATION About THE CONTENT Of PROGRAMS WERE
conducted by tHe National PTIA, U.S. News and World Reporr, and Media Studies
Center/Roper. | do ~not want THE TV INdusTRy TO iNTERpRET wWHicH is best for my
children. | want 10 make THose choices myself based on content information abour
THE PROGRAM. ANy RATING SYSTEM WITHOUT CONTENT dESCRIPTIONS ON THE SCREEN And
publicized in periodicals THAT carry TV schieduling is useless.

THe FCC, by law, Is requiRed 1o derermine WHETHER THE INAUSTRY'S RATING SYSTEm Has
MET STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS Of THe Telecommunications Act of 1996. | do not believe
This system does so and ask THAT thHe FCC NoT Approve THe INUSTRY RATING SYSTEM.
Instead, we RequesT THE following:

e THar under No circumstances should the FCC approve THE INDUSTRY'S RATING
sysTeM. FURTHER, THe FCC should accept no rating sysTem THAT does not include
CONTENT iNformaTiON ADOUT prOGRAMS such as V (for violence), S (for sexual
depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

e Thar the FCC Rrequire A V-chip band broad enough tHAT would allow paArents 1o
RECEIVE MORE THAN ONE RATING SYSTEM;

o That THe rating Icon ON THE TV screen be made IARGER, MORE prominently placed
oN THe screen, And AppearR MORE [frequently during THe course of A proGram;

e That 1he rating board be independent of the indusry and the FCC and thar it
include parents; and

o Thar any rating system by tHe FCC be evaluated by independent research 10
devermine iF it meers THe needs of parents.

Thank you for THIS OPpPORTUNITY TO COMMENT ON AN iSSUE SO IMPORIANT TO CHildREN
and families.

SiNCEREly,

/ [l Meynen
ORRANCE, CA

No. of Conieg rec! /
List Aac:f?:s e
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DOCKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL

March 21, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners H gv D
c/o FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

1919 M Street N.W.. Room 222 APR 3 1997.

Washington, D.C. 20554
Federai Communications Commission
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 Office of Sacretary
Television Program Rating Symbols

Dear Chairman Hundt and Fellow Commissioners:

[ write this letter in regards to the above-named docket number and the television program rating
symbols system. 1 personally feel that the system presented January 17, 1997 by Jack Valenti, Chair of the
TV Rating Implementation Group, does not fully meet the needs of concerned parents in their efforts to
guide their children’s television viewing.

According to surveys conducted by Media Studies Center/ Roper, National PTA and U.S. News
and World Report, this system fails to provide adequate information as to the program’s contents. Further, 1
tend to differ in opinion (not only from the movie evaluations of Siskel and Ebert) but from the
programming which the TV industry deems acceptable. Some of the programming I find offensive, rife with
sexual innuendoes, foul language, violence and showing extreme examples of disrespect to authority and
laws presented in the forum of entertainment and/or comedy. Those who profit from the success of such
programming may view such with more lenience than does a concerned parent trying to shape their child's
view of humanity, society, and the world around them.

As a parent, I appreciate the industry's efforts to inform me of a program's content but I do not
want the TV industry to interpret what is best for my children. As I stated, the assistance offered by the
rating system is appreciated, however, it doesn't provide me with enough detail. I need to know why it is
determined to fit specific age groups. Is it violent and, if so, how often and to what extreme? After all,
some find Wiley Coyote and the Road Runner violent, but I don't worry my kids will order from ACME and
nuke one another! :) I would also like to know if it contains sexual themes, nudity, or is sexuaily explicit.
(Then, [ can aiso try to keep my husband from watching it!)

Seriously, I would request a television program rating system something along the following lines:

. That the FCC not approve the indusiry's rating system nor accept a rating system that does not
include content information such as: V - Violence, S - Sex/nudity and L - Language;

. That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

. That the rating board be separate from the teievision industry and include a close ratio of parents
{0 non-parents;

. That any proposed and strongly considered rating system approved by the FCC be independently

evaluated to determine if it meets the parent's needs.

Thank you so much for listening to my commients. I appreciate your concern for the viewing
audience and your effgrts to assist parents in making appropriate choices.

2608 West Cirgle Drive
Santa Clara, UT 84765
(801) 628-1768

No.of Copiesrec™d
List ABCDE
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March 21, 1997 OOKET ELE c0PY ORIGINAL

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission

el w :
1919 M St. N.W., Room 222 RECEIVED

Washington, DC 20554
APR 3 1997

Fedsral Com[nunimtions Commission
Office of Secretary

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Jayenne Elementary School PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Any rating system without content descriptions
on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry scheduling in useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the following:

1) That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L ( for language);

2) The FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system,

3) That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

4) That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;

5) That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

A. Dennine LaRue No. of Capias ran'd /
1324 Overhill Rd. ) List ABC e rat’d
Fairmont, WV 26554
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March 1997 DOOKET FILE CORY CRiGa

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners v o N ‘

c/o Federal Communications Commission REQE, Vﬂ— D’

1919 M Street N.W. , Room 222

Washington DC 20554 APR 3 1997
Feda

Rl Communicafiy
: ool ns inai
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: Offics of Sgq Commissiop,

RE: CS Docket No. 97 -55, FCC 97 - 34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Maryland PTA, to voice my opposition to the
v- chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group,
on January 17,1997, The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choices themselves. Any rating system without content descriptions on
the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
Sincerely,
/ﬁm/’ -
ita Lowman

Ferndale , Maryland

No. of Copie ’ /
List ABCE S 0 —
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Rebecca Davies RIGNAL
6239 Archibald Avenue W‘{ pILE QOPY O
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91737-3570 ,

APR 3 1997

Fedaral Gommunications Gommission
Office of Saoratary

March 31, 1997

Mr. Reed Hundt, Chairman

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Mr. Hundt and Members of the Commission:

I am concerned about the television V-Chip rating system currently under consideration by the FCC.
This system, proposed by the TV Industry in January 1997, serves the industry better than families
and children. What parents really need and want is information about the content of programs their
children might watch, not merely an age-rating system.

Parents want to decide what is appropniate for our children based on the content of the program.
With content descriptions, shown on the TV screen and publicized in periodicals that list TV
schedules, the content ratings would be very helpful.

Please do not approve the V-Chip rating system proposed by the TV industry and instead call for
one that would be more helpful to parents. We would have more confidence in a system that was
independent of the TV and entertainment industry, and that included parents in the process.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this critically important issue.

Sincerely,
jﬁ% @aﬂf&
Rebecca Davies

0

Mo. of Copies rec’d
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Chaiman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners

¢/o Federal Communications Commision _ APR J '”Z

1919 M. Street N.W., Room 222 o

Washington, D.C. 20554 Fedaral Communications Commission
Office of Secratary

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

INAL
RE: CS Docket No.97-55,FCC 97-34 DOCKET FILE COPY ORIG

| am / We are wiiting on behalf of the National PTA and the Jarman Elementary School PTA of Tulsa,
Oklahoma to voice my / our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, On January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen
does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content
of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating

system without content description on the screen and publicized in penodlcals that cany TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating studies has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1896. | (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the fcllowing:

e That under no circumstance should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content

informetion about programs such as V(for violence), S(for sexual depiction and nudity),
and L {7or language);

« That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

« That the rating icon on the TV screen b2 made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

e That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

« That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

D)

Tulsa, Oklahoma

No. of Copizs rag’d /
List ABCL:E




March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission 2t r:g’i“g\wﬁ”ﬂ
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 TR

Washington, DC 20554

P ORGNR-  4PR 3 1967

Fedasa, Gcm(n uniqmons Commission
Ofiice of Secratary

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: \)()Q\‘\E‘ "\\’E
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Palmer PTA to voice my opposition to the
v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group,
on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents information about content of program were
conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to
make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating

system without content description on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 1 do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the following:

m That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about

programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

m That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

m That the rating icon on the TV screen by made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

m That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

m That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely, No. of Copias rec’d__Q__
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Lester Davies
6239 Archibald Avenue
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91737-3570 ST T T,
#909 / 989-3714 AR D
'APR .3 1997
Foctara! Communiestions O
March 31, 1997 & Jﬁmﬁﬁgggmmmm

Mr. Reed Hundt, Chairman

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-58, FCC 97-34

Dear Mr. Hundt and Members of the Commission:

I am concerned about the television V-Chip rating system currently under consideration by the FCC.
This system, proposed by the TV Industry in January 1997, serves the industry better than families
and children. What parents really need and want is information about the content of programs their
children might watch, not merely an age-rating system.

Parents want to decide what is appropriate for our children based on the content of the program.
With content descriptions, shown on the TV screen and publicized in peniodicals that list TV
schedules, the content ratings would be very helpful.

Please do not approve the V-Chip rating system proposed by the TV industry and instead call for
one that would be more helpful to parents. We would have more confidence in a system that was
independent of the TV and entertainment industry, and that included parents in the process.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this critically important issue.

Sincerely,

Lhs

Lester A. Davies

No. of Conlaa regid 0
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———— e+ o,
e e



Warren Twp. PTA

Warren Central High School
9301 E. 18th Street
Indpls., In. 46229

March 19, 1997.

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners ﬁ;;“":‘"':vwﬁ
c/o Federal Communications Commission T
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222

Washington. D.C. 20554 'APR 31997

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: Fedial Commuynications Commission

DOCKET F“.E GOPY OR]G‘NAL Offics of Secretary

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-535, FCC 97-34

[ am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Warren Township PTA to
voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group., on January 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives
parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the
National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content

descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating
system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of
1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask the FCC not approve the
industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

-- That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating
system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not
include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for
sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

--That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents
to receive more than one rating system;

~--That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently

placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a
program;

--That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that
it include parents; and

-~That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents,

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to
children and families.
, 0

vgs rec’
Sincerely, No. of Copias
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NEW JERSEY PTA March 13, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Comimnission

c¢/o Federal Communications Commission R ‘MC: ! VE N
1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222 P

Wash. D.C. 20554 JOCKET FLE COPY Og\g\%ﬂ J 1997
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commission: ? ?»",},"',’: ;';?'”5 Commission

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Tam writing on behalf of the National PTA, the New Jersey PTA and as a member of the

it Acheo! PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system
as by Jack Valenti, chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what 1s appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fali which demonstraie overwhelming parent preference for a rating system
that gives parents information about ihe content of programs where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLDE REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr./Roper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what 15 best tor their children. Parents want to make those
choices themseives based on caontent information about the program. Any rating system without

content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that cammy TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the indusiry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 1 do not believe this system does

so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information
about programs such as V for Violence, S for Sexual depiction and nudity and L for
Language;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system. Further, that the rating icon on the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during
the course of a program;

That the rating board he independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents. Further, that any rating system appruved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it mccts the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity t0 comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

/’.{,,
({S’ ‘,,!? f":}w“
Sincerelv Crix

Messwwawayy

JUU
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NEW JERSEY PTA March 13, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
¢/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M St. NW, 222 o0 Tl P
Wash. D.C. 205’5121IL (RGN RECEVED
\, £ COP ‘
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commission: \}QQ\QH \ APR 3 1997
F(?dd{ai Lammyn o
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 Ohi of o™ "
I am writing on behalf of the National PTA, the New Jersey PTA and as a member of the
k) ang el PrA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system

as presented by Jack Valenti, chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what 1s appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwheiming parent preference for a rating system
that gives parents information about the content of programs where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLE REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr./Roper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what 15 best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on convent information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling 1s
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does

so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the indusiry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include cantent information
about programs such as V for Violence, S for Sexual depiction and nudity and L for
Language;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system. Further, that the rating icon on the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during
the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include

parents. Further, that any rating system appruoved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it mccts the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an 1ssue so important to chil
families.

__Add:ur_: 97 MWM
Wgpagus o T 07465 N
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NEW JERSEY PTA March 13, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
¢/o Federal Communications Commission @ o q’”‘f o
1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222 wOLIVED)

ot GINAL
st D.C. 20554 oo PO 000 5 oy

Fetsrai Sommunications Commission
Office of Secretary
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commission:

I am writing on behalif of the National PTA, the New Jersey PTA and as a member of the

U ANARY € T 2 to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system
as presented by Jack Valenti, chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonsiraie overwhelming parent preference for a rating svstem
that gives parents information about the content of programs where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr./Roper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what 15 best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themseives based on content information about the program. Any rating svstem without

content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do net believe this system does

so and ask that the FCC not apprave the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following;:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information
about programs such as V for Violence, S for Sexual depiction and nudity and L for
Langusage;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system. Further, that the rating icon on the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently piaced on the screen, and appear more frequently during
the course of a program,;

That the rating board he independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include

parents. Further, that any rating system appruved by the FCC be evaluated by m@lﬂaendem
research to determine if it mcots the needs of parents. % o.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue 5o important to children @\Gg

families.
__Addrese: © Srepnr moe \\
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NEW JERSEY PTA March 13, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission

c/o Federal Communications Commission RECEn, 0
1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222 I
Wash. D.C. 20554 'APR 31997

Jommunications Commission

hairman Hundt and Commission: . GOW OR\ Feducal
Dear C Hundt and C st \ )QQ\(H FiE ¢ o e s o

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

1 am writing on behalf of the National PTA, the New Jersey PTA and as a member of the

LA E Sl D72 1o voice my opposition 1o the v-chip rating system
as presenied by Jack Valenti, chair of the TV Rating Implemneniation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropniate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fail which demonstraie overwhelming parent preference for a rating system
that gives parents information about the content of programs where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr./Roper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what 15 best tor their children. Parents want to make those
choices themseives pased on contenrt information about the program. Any rating svstem without

content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that cary TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does
so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following;:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information
about programs such as V for Violence, S for Sexual depiction and nudity and L for
Language;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad encugh that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system. Further, that the rating ican on the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during
the course of a program,;

That the rating board he independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include

parents. Further, that any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it mccts the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity io comment on an issue so important to children and

familics. < IWCE AprcEl/
Sincerely, '
___RAddrese: o Cpwir sz zmeue W
OIS
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H -~ /
March 1997 J 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners ice afsmsgmw%a
¢/o Federal Communications Commission ’

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: DOCY\E] H\-E 00?\( OR\G\NM’

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Douglass Houghton PTA, Waterford, Michigan to
voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide
sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. I would prefer a content-based system rather than an age-based system.
I feel the decision as to what my chﬂd(ren) views on television should be in my hands rather than in the
hands of the TV industry. °

The FCC, by law, is required to determinc whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 1 do not believe this age-based system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system,
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents te
receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program,

* That the rating board be independent of the indusiry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so iraportant to children and families.

Sincerety,

Moo [t
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Chairman Reed Hundt

Fedaral Communications Commission
1919 M Street M.W., Room 222
Washington D.UT. 20554

DOCKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL

Dear Chairman Hundt,

T am writing in behalf of a concern voiced at our
school ‘s last PTA meeting and would like to let your
commission know of my opposition to the v—chip rating system
proposed by Jack Valenti. #s a parent, I have struggled
with videos, and now television programming which include
material objectionable, in my opinion, for adults as well as
whildren., A a result, our family rents videos from only
one videon store, which displays a description of any
obijectionable content on the front of the video case. The
rest of the time, our television is disconnected. Thess
meacures would be extreme and unnecessary i+ a rating system
wer e deviged where parents could be informed as to content
prior to the airing of & progeam. I am determined that if 1
carnmot make the ultimate deciszion as to what constitutes
television entertainment in my home, we will eliminate ithe
television altogether. Farents must be responsible for
making Lhe decisions on what influsnces they will invite
into their own homes and what i=s bhest for their own
individual ochildren’'s minds. FPlease support the children of
America and give the parents the jurisdiction over these
parsonal and critical areas.  Thank you for yvour
consideration.

Sincerely,
AT TUSNS Claxrk
ST Sowth 200 Wes+
Amenc an Fosk Otal
BACC
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